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ATED to follow, if not to fill,
the footsteps of Henry Kissin-
ger, 2bigniew Brzezinski has
d his memoirs of his
_service as National Security Adviser
to Jimmy Carter. Just as his career

ness of his detailed accounts of tbe
major foreign-policy episodes
whichhephyadapanunotreueved
by extensive reliance on & journal he
kept during his time in office, perhaps
with this very use in mind. It is as
SpOItanecus as a term

Bmu"mmmdmndple" of-
.fers few amenities of style, it does
help us to assess, sometimes despite
the author's loyal intentions, the Car-
ter Administration’s reputation for
disarrayin foreign policy. Not that the

Administation was without its ac-
com ts: the Panama Canal
Treaty, improved relations with
China, greater attention to human
rights and, pre-eminently, the: Camp
David Accords between Egypt and Is-
rael. Mr. Brzezinski adds to our ap-
prvdaﬁmottbehborthntmtmto
such efforts..

Butthmthetewmtheemm
ments, attributable partly to bad luck,
partly to uncontrollable events and, in
considerabie part, to something about
the natureof the Carter team: the fail.
uretohnvetheSALTlImtymd-
fied; the start and stop

responses to
Soviet adventures in Africa and. Af-

ghanistan and empty fuiminations
aver that Soviet brigade in Cuba; the
turnabouts on the neutron bomb, on
Soviet participation_in the Middle
East settiement, on the United Na-
tions resolution involving Jerusalem,
and.ﬂm.ny the inability to contain or

.exeepttorthewom,
therevoluﬂmln .

[ ]

The public sense that confusion was
a halimark of that administration is
pretty well confirmed by this book.
Mr. Brzerinski found Secretary of De-

fense Harold S. Brown an uncertain.

ally, Vice President Mondale overcon-
cerned about the domestic repercus.
sions of any show of harshness toward

Israel and Stanstieid Turner’s Central -

Intelligence Agency uninformative at
critical moments. Although he ex-

presses pro forme admiration even
for these colieagues, the President
alone is ;:lted rever?nﬂy thx-mgf;-f
out. No lacks its e

oraise for some remaricably quality of
Jimmy Carter. Moreover, like an oid
perfarmer digging out his press re-
leases, Mr. Brzezinski quotes every
scrap of compliment that the Presi.

Mr. Carter's for eased emi-
gaﬂon tro& China: “Fine. We'll let

em go you prepared to accept
10 million?**) :

The most {n chapters here
have to do with W 'S
dling, if that is the word, of the Iranian

unprepared for the

While the National Security Adviser
argued for a military coup in defense
of the Shah or, at any rate, of a rela.
tively moderate regime, Mr. Vance
“simply pllyed for time always ar-
guxng the next cancession to the

a%auumlmdangm
cult and dangerous deci.
'tionforw to stage a coup,”

If Mr, Brzezinski teltlonelyinea.mng
for a coup, Mr. Vance was alone in op-
posing the attemnpt to rescue the
Ammcanhmgu When that ended
in fiasco, by the logic of -
Wumngton poliﬂm. it was Mr. Vance.

who resigned,
Mr, Brudmki defines their differ-

- ences in terms of power and its uses:

“For me the highest form of attain.
ment is to combine talk with action,
and I believe that shouid be a

* means for attaining morally desirable

ends,” he writes, and ‘““when a choice |
between the two had to be made, be-
tween projecting U.S. power and en-
hancing human rights (as, for exam.
ple, in Iran), I feit that power had to
come first. Without credible Ameri.
can power, we would simply not be
able either to protect our interests or
to advance more humane goals.”

STAT

Thus, the National Security Adviser
wanted to send an aircraft carrier to
the Indian Ocean to discourage the
Soviet adventure, via its Cuban surro-
gate, in the Horn of Africa. When the
Administration did nothing, he

“thought seriously about the possibil-

o Stre Moped that & new SALT
tate t a new

m ent would lead to a wider

United States-Soviet accommodation,

Mr. Brzezinski saw it as ‘“‘an oppor-

tunity to halt or reduce the momen.

- tum of the Soviet military buildup.” In

a similar spirit, he viewed a strength-

" ening of ties with Peking as a means
‘of putting pressure on Moscow. In his-

view, détente. with the Soviet Union
had to be *“‘reciprocal’’ and ‘‘compre.
hensive” — that is, “the Soviets couid

Anothaveatreerldeinsomepamof

the world while pursuing
where it suited them.” .

For the response of Mr. Vt.nce, por-
soft-hearted - estab-

ban-  rraved here as a

lishment gentleman, we must await
his memoirs. Whatever the-specific
differences, however, it is -almost

- inevitable that a National Security
- Adviser should find
" with & Secretary of State. Competition

himself at odds

is built into their fuzzily defined roles,
and Mr. Carter does not seem to have
had the special skiils to get
the best out of this kind of situation.
But the Vance-Brzezinski dispute
ran deeper than that. It reflected the
inherent stresses of America’s un-
comfortable position as a world
power, as we attempt to defend our
old-fashioned interests involving
some unsavory clients and at the

same time uphoid the cause of peace
and freedom against adversaries of |

diverse shape and tactics. Even the
present Administration, which toler.
ates no presence like that of Cyrus
Vance on its premises, cannot escape
that predicament, the under}
theme in **Of Power and Principle.”
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